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See attached for a copy of the agenda and packet for the April 9 meeting.

For those of you that plan to call in only please use the call in number and ID below. This information is different than
what I've published on the agenda. I've changed this up so we can separate the public and Commission on the call in
line during the meeting.

Phone Dial-in
+1.888.748.9073 (United States(Primary))
+1.844.540.8065 (United States(Primary))

Meeting ID: 149 603 340

All video information remains the same as what I've published on the attached agenda.

If you have any questions please let me know ahead of time. |won't be on my email right before the meeting to help if
you have questions.

Loni

Loni Gores

Clerk of the Board
Commissioners Office

223 East 4th Street, Suite 4
Port Angeles, WA 98362

Phone: 360-417-2256
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From: Stokan, Therese

Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2020 12:49 AM
To: Erzen, Sue

Cc: Gores, Alanna

Subject: Questions for our legal counsel

Hello Chair Sue Erzen and Clerk of the Board, Alanna Gores,

I have some questions for our legal counsel, Elizabeth Stanley, that | suspect you and others have been considering, also:

1. Regarding Committees:

a. How can committees meet, right now? May we set up audio only Zoom system meetings?
b. Should we and may we advertise committee meetings, to the public?
c. How many CRC members are required to participate, to formally be considered a "committee".

2. I may be arranging an audio only Zoom meeting, soon, with tribal leaders, to discuss the issue of the Tribal
Representation Amendment proposal.

a. If | want to invite other members of the CRC to participate in that meeting, may | do s0? How many CRC members
could participate, maximum, so as not to violate the Open Meetings Rules?
b. Would Attorney Elizabeth Stanley be able to participate in a Zoom meeting with the tribes, to discuss this issue? If so,

is Friday a good day for such a meeting, and what time would be best?

3. Schedule/Public Hearings

a. When is the latest that we could have Public Hearings, in order to get a proposal on November's ballot?
b. Is there a process available to delay the August deadline for getting measures on November's ballot?
c. Will we be able to set up on-line meetings, for the Public Hearings?

4. Advertising our meetings

As we move forward, | would like to contact the media, regarding our meetings, as my time permits, especially when
Public Hearings are planned. Do I need permission to do this, or may | proceed with this? | know that our Clerk has
multiple tasks/responsibilities, and | appreciate that she is updating the Web site and PDN.

Thanks for your review,
Therese Stokan
CRC - District 3
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From: Tony Corrado <tony.corrado@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2020 12:18 PM
To: Gores, Alanna
Subject: CRC Quesitons (External Email: USE Caution)
Attachments: 200409-Commissioner Stokan.pdf

Alanna,

Commissioner Stokan has asked questions concerning the EMF
amendment. My responses are attached as a PDF document. Can you
kindly forward this to the appropriate members?

Thank you.

Tony Corrado
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Commissioner Stokan:
The answers to your questions are as follows:

1. Could you explain why the EMF amendment proposal has gone through a number of different revisions?
The CRC amendment has undergone revisions for several reasons.

First and foremost is the requirement that it be appropriate for action by the CRC and it fit the
legal criteria required for amending the Charter.

Second, it is vital that the amendment be based upon a firm legal basis that enables action by the Board
of Clallam County Commissioners (BOCC) that is not in direct conflict with state or federal law. The
initial version was based on local initiatives in order to enable specific actions that the County could
take to protect the health and safety of its citizens. This provision has been preempted by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) which claims that no local entity can override Interstate
Commerce provisions solely on the basis of health and safety dangers imposed on its citizenry.

It should be noted that the National Environmental Policy Act* (NEPA) of 1969 can require that an
environmental study be conducted if a federal agency determines that a plan of action will endanger the
"biosphere”. A request for a NEPA review is within the purview of our local governance to process
thorough federal agency political channels.

2. Why do you think that the most recent revision of the EMF amendment proposal merits consideration by the
CRC, as opposed to prior versions?

It is becoming increasingly clear that 5G may pose a serious threat to the biosphere. As an example,
Brussels, Belgium, has halted its 5G implementation based on concerns that their strict radio frequency
radiation limits may not be met. Swiss cantons have been granted networking delays until their
requested safety data can be provided. Global concerns of possible SG health risks have been
increasing, not diminishing, in this interim time period. A legal path to the precautionary principle of
"ban until proven safe" is available via the NEPA.

If our legal counsel suggests that we cannot send this amendment proposal to the voters, what is your
response? What do you suggest we do, in that case?

3. Legal counsel does not appear to cite a basis for non-consideration of a request for review under the NEPA.
It is an available mechanism which the BOCC can reference and request a federal agency review. Federal
agency support of the request may, of course, be denied. If, at the federal level, the NEPA study is denied, the
CRC amendment requiring such a review would still be valid and the full weight of harm and responsibility will
fall upon our elected senators and representatives and not locally elected officials.

*The preamble to the NEPA reads: To declare national policy which will encourage productive and enjoyable
harmony between man and his environment, to promote efforts which will prevent or eliminate damage to the
environment and biosphere and stimulate the health and welfare of man; ...

Respectfully Submitted,
Tony Corrado



Corrado

Dungeness River Audobon Center — Powell Jones (Vanessa will answer questions) 360-681-4076
Feiro Marine Life Center — Melissa Williams — 773-597-7510

Sequim Prairie Grange #1108 — Ted Lund- 360-477-4742 or 509-536-6305

Sequim Community Broadcasting KSQM — Jeff Bankston — 360-681-0000

Juan de Fuca Foundation for the Arts — Kayla Oakes — 360-477-2050

Port Angeles Waterfront Center, Field Arts and Events Hall — Chris Fidler — 206-556-6888

Port Angeles Marathon Association — Victoria Jones — 585-451-0014

Forks Timber Museum — Linda Offutt — 909-762-6859

Washington Coast Savers — National Marine Sanctuary Foundation — James Roubal — 440-539-4212

Port Angeles Fine Arts Center — Jessica Elliott — 360-207-8005



CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION
April 9, 2020 Meeting
2" public Comment Session

Telephone Comments
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From: Ed Bowen <rockypt@olypen.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2020 7:38 PM “\‘Q\Q@(\O‘\Q} (OMH\G\\»
To: Gores, Alanna

Subject: RE: 2nd public comment - you there??  (External Email: USE Caution)

I amend my comments to add:

If I understood the discussion tonight, it appears the sub committees/ fopic committees are
meeting in some form or fashion. This concerns me that the bylaws of the CRC are being
adhered to if such activity is taking place or not (and again, irrefevant o the Open
Meetings/public records quorum threshold, that threshold is not applicable to what is stated in
the bylaws.) If this is not the case, if I heard wrong, I would further ask the committee to
consider how it will hold the sub-committee meetings and I do believe a recording of such
meetings that is available to the public after the fact does meet the intent of the b yiaws
requirement for public engagement. I believe this would allow you to do your duty. Consider if
you are having these discussions via emarl transmission that those “records” are posted to the
website as something that FOIA does by posting frequently reguested items of interest and
thus not limit the public to have to engage a public records request of these types of details

necessarily.

Ed Bowen
PO. Box 111
Clallam Bay, WA 98326

From: Gores, Alanna [mailto:agores@co.clallam.wa.us]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2020 7:34 PM

To: Ed Bowen

Subject: 2nd public comment - you there??

Loni Gores

Clerk of the Board
Commissioners Office

223 FEast 4" Street, Suite 4
Port Angeles, WA 98362
Phone: 360-417-2256

[x] == Virus-free. www.avg.com




Clallam County Charter Review
Clallam County Charter
Section 11.10.20 Vacancy



4/20/20 Agenda
Charter Review vacancy

11.10.20: Vacancy
Any vacancy on the Commission shall be filled by the remaining members of

the Commission within 30 days, provided that, within 14 days of the
declaration of a vacancy, notice shall be given to the residents of the district in
which the vacancy occurs in such manner as the Commission in its discretion
seems advisable. Selection of the person to fill the vacancy shall be from those
residing in the district in which there is a vacancy by simple majority vote of the
Commission.



Clallam County Charter Review
Homelessness Sub Committee

Report
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Homelessness Sub Committee

Homelessness Sub Committee of CRC report to the CRC - April 23, 2020
Subcommittee members Candace Pratt (Chair), Mary Doherty, Tree Stokan and Norma Turner

Background: the 2015 Charter Review Committee sent resolutions to the Board of County
Commissioners requesting establishment of a timber task force ( it was done) and one
suggesting the county upgrade the technology to allow for remote viewing of meetings,
resulting with the adoption of the Granicus system.

PROPOSAL - The CRC send a resolution, including specific recommendations, to
the BOCC urging them to take the lead in a community effort to create more
affordable housing as one tool in reducing homelessness in Clallam County.

How would the proposed task force differ from the existing Homelessness Task Force?

According to the Chair of the Task Force, The Homelessness Task Force is an advisory
committee to the BOCC to help with allocation of funding that comes to the county. They are all
dedicated service providers that work diligently on providing services to the homelessness. She
endorsed the idea of a CRC recommendation to broaden the conversation about creating low
cost housing utilizing public private partnerships as one way to reduce homelessness. They
would be represented in meetings held by BOCC about this effort.

What would the recommendation include?
1. A brief outline of the current problem.

2. Proposed task force in the county-wide effort would include representatives of
private contractors, financial institutions, Port Angeles, Sequim and Forks city governments,
Congressional and State elected legislators, BOCC, DCD, EDC, Public
Housing, Mental Health and Homelessness Task Force.

3. List of issues to tackle -

a. Efforts to educate the public about the cost benefits of providing housing
versus the cost resulting from current conditions, i.e., cost of ER and law enforcement.

b. Educating the public on success stories on reducing or ending homeless in
other areas.

c. Creating a document on land use rules and regulations role in either impeding
or promoting low cost housing.

d. The impact of high rental rates and pros and cons of imposing rent controls



4/20/20 Agenda
Homelessness Sub Committee

e. Can tax credits be instituted as incentive for private developers to build low
cost housing?

4. Report to the public no later than June 1, 2021 on the results of these efforts.

The committee urges this resolution be sent as soon as possible to add our voice
to efforts already under way.
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From: Stokan, Therese

Sent: Sunday, April 19, 2020 5:24 PM

To: Erzen, Sue

Cc: Gores, Alanna

Subject: Commissioner Stokan's - compiled summary of CRC Homelessness Subcommittee

Meeting - April 14, 2020; follow-up on meeting

Requesting that this be shared with all members of CRC. Thank you.

>
> Hello CRC Chair Sue Erzen and CRC Commissioners,
>
> (Sent as FYI, please do not "reply all" to this e-mail.)
>

> On Tuesday, April 14, 2020, the CRC Homelessness Subcommittee met (via Zoom) and discussed several options
regarding how CRC might best address homelessness in Clallam County.

>

> | am submitting this summary, for review by the Subcommittee and all of you, in advance of our next CRC regular
meeting, planned for Thursday, April 23, 2020.

>

> (Compiled by Commissioner Stokan.)

>

> As you may know, the Homelessness Task Force (HTF) was established in 2005, to serve as an advisory committee to
the Board of Commissioners (BOCC). Needless to say, over the past 15 years, the HTF has done and continues to do,
much fine work on the issue of homelessness, in our county. The HTF is composed of 22 members, that includes
representatives from a variety of countywide sectors, including Clallam County Health and Human Services, City
Government (Sequim, Port Angeles, and Forks), Tribal Government, Health Care providers, Peninsula Housing Authority,
The Business Community, The Faith Community, Veteran's Advocate, etc. It is an impressive group of member
organizations/participants, which is currently headed by Mary Hogan.

>

> One of the proposals, presented at our meeting, was by CRC Commissioner Norma Turner, who had touched base with
Mary Hogan, about the following:

> "l propose that CRC send a resolution with specific recommendations to the BOCC to urge them to establish a task
force, creating more affordable housing and reducing homelessness in Clallam County."

>

> The other proposal, that was discussed, was the Amendment proposal, submitted by some of the residents of Clallam
County, who are volunteers with the homeless, some of whom are part of the HTF: "Promote Resolution of
Homelessness and Protection of Public Land".

>

> One of the homelessness subcommittee's recommendations, was to ascertain that the writers of this proposal, submit
it to the HTF, for review, if not yet done. One of the writers of the amendment proposal (Ingrid Carmean) was among
the members of the public, listening to our Zoom meeting on April 14.

>

***Follow-up on meeting***:
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> The following day, Ingrid Carmean called Mary Hogan to discuss the Amendment proposal. Ms. Hogan was interested
in learning more about the Amendment proposal, planned to share it with the members of the HTF, and invited the
writers of the Amendment proposal to come to their next anticipated meeting, in June 2020.

>

> The third suggestion was simplification of the wording/percentages, etc., in the amendment proposal, if possible.

>

> S0, to summarize, there were three recommendations, which came out of our homelessness subcommittee meeting:
>

> 1. Send a resolution to BOCC, for creation of a task force - "for creating affordable housing and reducing homelessness
in Clallam County." Commissioner Turner is working on this proposal.

>

> 2. Request review of the amendment, proposal: "Promote Resolution of Homelessness and Protection of Public
Land", by the Homelessness Task Force. Commissioner Stokan agreed to touch base with the writers of the proposal,
regarding this.

>

> 3. Consider changing the wording of the proposed amendment to simplify it, etc......Commissioner Stokan agreed to
work with the residents/writers on this.

>

> (Sent as FYI, please do not "reply all" to this e-mail.)

>

> Thank you for your review.

>

> Therese Stokan

> Charter Review Commissioner, District 3

>

>

>



Clallam County Charter Review

Survey



Survey — Turner — 4/20/20
Clallam County is one of 7 counties in our state to have a Home Rule Charter. Our Charter requires local citizens to vote on
proposed changes to our county government structure. Currently an elected Charter Review Commission ( CRC) is considering
possible changes to our Home Rule Charter. The proposed changes will be on the ballot in a county general election. Thisis an
opportunity to give your input into the CRC discussion. You can also:

1. Comment at CRC meetings - held 2nd and 4th Thurs @ 6:00 p.m - site may vary ( will resume after Covid 19)
2. Send written comments to: Clallam County Charter Review commission - 223 E. 4th St. - Port Angeles - 98362

3. Submit email to: www.clallam.net

R R R R R R R R A A A ats

1. The County Prosecutor is currently an elected partisan (a declared party affiliation) position.

Q Should the County Prosecutor be a non-partisan position? __Yes No no opinion

2. Clallam County currently elects three county commissioners by district.

Q. How many county commissioners should Clallam County elect? _ 3 __5 ____no opinion

3. Clallam Director of the Department of Community Development (DCD) is elected.. It is the only elected DCD in the nation

Q. Should the DCD Director be elected or appointed by the commissioners? ___ Appointed __ Elected ___no opinion
4.All other charter counties in our state meet every ten years. Clallam Charter Review Commission has met 7 times in 44 years.

Q. How frequently should the Charter Review Commission meet? __ Syears ___10years ___no opinion

5. County Commissioners are currently elected by district. Prior to 2015 commissioners were nominated by district and elected
county wide

Q. How should County Commissioners be elected? __ bydistrict __ countywide ___ no opinion
6 Current Charter language relieves elected officials from being responsible to county policy and personnel rules and regulations.
Q. Should elected officials comply with county policy, personnel rules and regulation? _ Yes _ No _ no opinion.

7.The director of the DCD and the county commissioners disagree as to their powers under the charter related to land use planning.
Q. Should the Charter Commission propose language to resolve these differences? __Yes __ No __no opinion

8. Repeal of our Charter requires signatures of 35% of voters who voted in the most recent election for Governor. Other charter
initiatives and referendums require between 3% and 20% { in 2016 35%-= 13,811 signatures; 20% =7892.)

Q. How many signatures should be required on an initiative to repeal our Charter? _ 15% _ 20% _ 35% __no opinion
9. The county charter currently addresses the structure of county government.

Q. Should the charter also include policies on such issues as public health and climate change? __Yes _No __no opinion
10. 10. Currently candidates are not required to have qualifications to run for DCD.

Q. Do you favor of putting qualifications for DCD candidates in the Charter? _Yes _No __no opinion

11. The Department of Natural Resources (DNR) manages approximately 92,000 acres of Clallam County Trust Lands for commercial
forestry with a mandate to return revenue to the county and junior taxing districts. There has been minimal accountability or
oversight from the county.

Q. Should Clallam County hire a forester to monitor the DNR’s management? Yes No No Opinion

In which County Commissioner District do you reside?
District 1 ___ east of Port Angeles to county line, District 2 primarily Port Angeles
District3____ western Port Angeles to the western county line notsure_

Other comments:



Updated survey — submitted by Turner on 4/22/20

The Clallam County Charter Review Commission is seeking your ideas.

Clallam County is one (1) of seven (7) counties in our state to have a Home Rule Charter. Our Charter allows
local citizens to vote on how our county government should be structured. Currently an elected Charter
Review Commission (CRC) is considering possible changes to our Home Rule Charter. The proposed changes
will be voted on by the citizens of the county in a general election. This is an opportunity to give your input
into the CRC discussion. In addition you can:

1. Comment at CRC meetings - held 2nd and 4th Thurs @ 6:00 p.m - site may vary ( after Covid 19)

2. Send written comments to: Clallam County Charter Review commission - 223 E. 4th St. - Port Angeles -

98362 or submit comments in an email to: www.clallam.net

(O e e e L g

The County Prosecutor is currently an elected partisan (a declared party affiliation) position.

QUES. 1: Should the County Prosecutor be a non-partisan position? O Yes [ No [0 NoOpinion
Clallam County currently elects three county commissioners by district.

QUES. 2: How many county commissioners should Clallam County elect? [ Three (3) [ Five (5) [ No Opinion
Clallam Director of the Department of Community Development (DCD) is elected. The only elected DCD in the nation.
QUES. 3: Should the DCD be elected or appointed by the commissioners? [ Appointed [1 Elected [J No Opinion
Other charter counties in our state meet every ten years. Our CRC has met 7 times in 44 years.

QUES. 4: How frequently should the Charter Review Commission meet? O 5years [d10years [ No Opinion
County Commissioners are elected by district. Prior to 2015, they were nominated by district and elected county wide.
QUES. 5: How should County Commissioners be elected? O By District [ Countywide [ No Opinion

Current Charter language relieves elected officials from being responsible to county policy and personnel rules and
regulations.

QUES. 6: Should elected officials comply with county policy, personnel rules & regulation?
O Yes OO No [ No Opinion

The director of the Dept. of Community Development and the county commissioners disagree as to their powers under
the charter related to land use planning.

QUES. 7: Should the Charter Commission propose language to resolve these differences?
O Yes O No O No Opinion

Repeal of our Charter requires signatures of 35% of voters who voted in the most recent election including the office of
governor (i.e.in 2016 35%= 13,811 and 20% = 7892 signatures ) Other charter initiatives and referendums require
between 3% and 20%.



Updated survey — submitted by Turner on 4/22/20

QUES. 8: How many signatures should be required on an initiative to repeal our Charter?
O015% [0O20% O35% [ No Opinion

The county charter currently addresses the structure of county government.

QUES. 9: Should the charter also include policies on such issues as public health and climate change?
O Yes O No O No Opinion

Currently candidates are not required to have qualifications to run for DCD.
QUES. 10: Do you favor putting qualifications for DCD candidates in the Charter?

O Yes O No O No Opinion
The Department of Natural Resources (DNR) manages Clallam County Trust Lands with a mandate to return revenue to

the county and junior taxing districts. There has been minimal accountability or oversight from the county.

QUES. 11. Should Clallam County hire a forester to monitor the DNR’s management
O Yes O No 0 No Opinion

QUESTION 12: You are a resident of which County Commissioner District?
O District 1 (east of Port Angeles to eastern county line [Jefferson County])
O District 2 (area around and including Port Angeles)
O District 3 (west of Port Angeles to western county line [Pacific Ocean])

Thank you for taking the time to respond to our survey.
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Frequency of Charter Review
A Comparison between 10 years and 5 years

YEARS elect CRC ,2020,2025,2030,2035, 2040, 2045,2050  2020,2030,2040, 2050,
Dates underlined are Prez election. In 30 years — 7 CRC In 30 years 4 CRC

Home Rule Charter Clallam County elect CRC every 5 years  San Juan, Whatcom, Snohomish, Pierce
Counties King, , Clark — all elect every 10 years

Planning & Stability Can change government every 5 years Longer range planning and stability
(2001-2006 change of 16 of 31 employees at DCD afier changing to elected in 02)

Rehashing Ideas DCD - 3 commissions ‘02 *07 ‘15 Allows time for implementation
Elect CC by district issues — 3 commissions 83 *03 15
5 Commissioners ‘94
Frequency of CRC — 6 commissions:
7 years in *81 (6,152 Y, 3,691 No)
5 years in 83 (7,600 Y, 6,198 No)
5 years in *94 (14,178 Y, 6,187 No)
10 years in *03 (7,667 Y, 10,713 No)
8 years in '07 (14,246 Y, 7,131 No)
Syearsin’15 (12,590 Y, 8,152 No)

Public Input In 1989 the Charter Review Commission was contacted by 459 citizens;
1994 by 2,452 citizens (Survey)
2002 by 141 citizens
2007 by 110 citizens
2015 by 1067 (Survey)

Time to Evaluate & 1st year amendments proposed & vote 1" year amendments & voting
Implement C hangg 2nd year more amendments 2" year more amendments

3. year implement changes 3-8th years— live with change

4th year elect commissioners 9" year elect commissioners

5™ year amendments proposed & vote 10™ year amendments proposed etc

There are three ways to change our Charter
1. Initiative/Petition - 2 amendments/2 passed
2. Proposals from the County Commissioners - 5 amendments proposed/2passed
3. Charter Review Commission — 63 amendments/37passed

Total Amendments

The CC Charter has proposed 65 amendments and passed 37 in 40 years. 3 Amendments have been
passed by Commissions 13 times. The U.S. Constitution has had 28 in over 200 years(including the Bill

of Rights).

Information compiled by Sue Erzen 2020 CRC.
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Proposed Amendment to Change the number of signatures needed for an Initiative to repeal our Charter

Sue Erzen 4.23.20

Proposed Wording for CRC Survey:

An initiative to repeal of our Charter requires signatures from 35% of the number of voters who voted for the
office of governor in the last statewide election. In 2016, 39,462 voted so such an initiative would need
13,811 signatures. All other initiatives and referendums in our Charter require between 3% (2016= 1,184
signatures) and 20% (2016=7,892 signatures) of those voters.

How many signatures should be required for an initiative to repeal the County Charter? 15% 20% 35%
no opinion

1. Number of signatures currently required for Initiative, Referendum and Petition in CC
Charter.

Section 11.20: Charter Amendment and Repeal

11.20.50: Repeal of the Charter by the People . ”...repeal of the Charter by filing an initiative petition bearing the
signatures of registered voters of the county equal in number to not less than 35 percent of the number of voters who
voted for the office of governor in the last statewide election. In 2016 39,462 voted so 13,811 signatures required.

Section 11.20.30 Amendments to the Charter by initiative: “ 20 % of the numbers of voters who voted in the last
gubernatorial election.” In 2016 39,462 voted so 7,892 signatures required.

ARTICLE VIIIl = THE PUBLIC INTEREST

Section 8.40: Initiative — Filing of Petition “Initial petitions shall be filed with Auditor bearing the signatures of
registered voters of the County equal in number to no less than 20 percent of the number of voters who voted in the
last gubernatorial election.”

Section 8.70 Referendum by the People “.. an enacted ordinance may be subjected to a referendum by the voters of
the county by filing with auditor a registered petition bearing the signatures of qualified voters equal in number but not
less than 10 percent of the total votes cast at the last gubernatorial election.” In 2016 39,462 voted so 3,946 signatures.

Section 8.80 Submission of ordinance by the people: Any ordinance or amendment to any existing ordinance may be
proposed to the Commissioners by filing with the Auditor petitions bearing the signatures of qualified voters equal in
number to not less than 3 percent of the total votes cast at the last gubernatorial election. In 2016 39,462 voted so
1,184 signatures required.

2. The Number of Signatures needed for an initiative to Repeal the Charter in 6 Home Rule
Counties
Pierce County

Section 8.65 The petitioner then has 180 calendar days to collect the signatures of the registered voters of the County
equal in number to not less than 20 percent of the number of votes cast (to include votes cast for candidates and write-
ins, not to include overvotes or undervotes) in the County in the last election for the office of Executive

Whatcom County

Section 8.24 Repeal of Charter. Any proposal to repeal the Charter shall include provisions for transition.
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Section 8.22 Amendments by the Public. The public may propose amendments to the Charter by registering with the
Auditor an initiative petition bearing the signatures of registered voters of the county equal in number to, but not less
than, twenty (20) percent of the number of votes cast in the county in the last gubernatorial election.

King County

An appropriation ordinance; an ordinance necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health or safety
or for the support of county government and its existing public institutions; an ordinance proposing amendments to this
charter; an ordinance providing for collective bargaining; an ordinance approving a collective bargaining agreement; an
ordinance providing for the compensation or working conditions of county employees; or an ordinance which has been
approved by the voters by referendum or initiative shall not be subject to a referendum. (Ord. 10530 § 1, 1992).

San Juan County

Section 9.40 -Repeal of Charter. Any proposal to repeal this Charter shall include provisions for transition

Clark County

B. Submission of a Public Charter Amendment. A proposed charter amendment petition must bear the valid signatures
of registered voters of the county equal to at least twenty (20) percent of the number of votes cast in the county's last
gubernatorial election.

No mention of repeal

Snohomish County

Article 8.70 The petitioner shall have one hundred twenty days from the day after such officer confers with the
petitioner as to form and style of the amendment petition to collect the signatures of the registered voters of the county

equal in number to not less than twenty percent of the number of votes cast in the the county in the last governor’s
election.



